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In this note we use ideas of Farhi, Goldstone, Gosset, Gutpidagaj and Shor who link a lower bound on the run
time of their quantum adiabatic search algorithm to an ujpoend on the energy gap above the ground-state of the
generators of this algorithm. We apply these ideas to thatguarandom energy model (QREM). Our main result is a
simple proof of the conjectured exponential vanishing efeéhergy gap of the QREM.
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. QUANTUM SEARCH ALGORITHMS

Finding the minimum value in an unstructured energy lanpsea: {1,...,M} — R is a task which by any classical
algorithm generally amounts to ord&f trials to succeed. Ever since Grover proposed his algoritienknown that this search
can be sped up by a factor ¢fAf through quantum computatio®%*® Shortly after, Farhi and collaborat8fproposed another
guantum search algorithm which has the advantage of beisgdban the continuous time-evolution without using quantum
gates. Their idea was to encode the energy landseape diagonal matrixU = diag (u(1),...,u(M)), which is sometimes
referred to as the ‘Problem-Hamiltonian’, and acts@¥. The task of finding a minimum is now equivalent to the seacottaf
ground-state of/. To accomplish this, the authors suggested to use the gquavolution with an adiabatic time-scale> 0

Sl = hH/TIN),  w(0) € CV. (1.1)

The time-dependent generators are taken to be of the form
h(s) =hp(s)+c(s)U,
satisfying the following assumptions:
al c¢: [0,1] — [0, 1] is twice-continuously differentiable witt(0) = 0 and¢(1) = 1,
a2 hp : [0,1] — Herm(CM*M) is twice-continuously differentiable withp (1) = 0,
a3 h(s) has a non-degenerate ground-stgte) € CM for anys € [0, 1].

Sinceh(1) = U, this in particular requires to have a uniqgue minimum which we will denote byjy) = ming u(k). The
quantum search for this minimum then amounts to startindithe-evolution[[T.1) in the known ground-staé0) = +(0) of
the 'Driving-Hamiltonian’hp (0) = h(0), and reading out the components of the siat@) at the final time in the canonical
basises, ...ey € CM. If the adiabatic tim& > 0 is large enough, the hope is to arrive in the unique grouatbst1) = e/,

of (1) = U. More quantitatively, the probability(¢ (1), %(T))|* = |(e;,, (T))|? that the time-evolution ends up in the state
#(1) = e;, is estimated with the help of the adiabatic theorem of Katbhe following is an explicit version taken from Refl 14.

Theorem 1 (cf. Ref[14) Leth : [0,1] — Herm(C*M) be a family of twice continuous differentiable hermitiartrizas with
1. a non-degenerate ground-states) € C*, and
2. an energy-gap(s) > 0 above the ground-state.

Then the unique solution of the initial-value probléi]) satisfies:

1
v(s)?

1
V1= 16T, )2 < 2 | W) + —5 W ()] + / T WP+ W) ds] . 0.2)

=T [0 y(1)? (s)?
where|| - || denotes the operator norm.
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The adiabatic theorem hence ties the value of the energy gapo the run time of the quantum adiabatic search. Usually,
bounds on the energy gap are used to estimate the run timenislpaper, we follow an idea of Fahri, Goldstone, Gosset,
Gutmann, and Shéf to deduce a bound on the smallest gapn,cjo1;7(s), from a lower bound on the run-time of the
quantum adiabatic algorithm. Our main novel point presgirteSectiorill below is the application of this idea to the ojtusn
random energy model (QREM). Before, presenting the QREMsetummarize the results of Refsl 10 Anld 11 needed below.

A. The scrambled ensemble and a lower bound on the run time

Initially, the aim was to outperform the Grover algorithmtie set-up of quantum adiabatic computing described adave.
particular, in case of search problems which belong to thebiplete class the hope was to have identified a quanturohsear
algorithm which has polynomial run time. That this is not tase was realised shortly after. From a computational cexityl
point of view the above quantum search algorithm is equintdteall other models for universal quantum computaion.

Farhi, Goldstone, Gutmann, and Naddater quantified this fact through the following lower boum the run time of the
algorithm. More specifically, their result concerns scréedlversions of the original search problem,

U, = diag (u(wfl(l)), Cu(rTH (M) (1.3)

wherer € S); denotes a permutation of tilé elements. Let.(s) := hp(s) + ¢(s) U, denote the generator of the scrambled-
time adiabatic evolution

.d
Zaww(t) = hﬂ'(t/T)z/Jﬂ'(t) (1.4)

each starting from the same initial state(0) = ¢(0) € C*. The set of permutations for which the quantum adiabaticckea
succeeds with probability € [0, 1] will be denoted by

Por(b) = {w € Sur | [(exgioy, ¥ ()] > b} : (1.5)

Note that the minimum value correspondinglf is now found in ther(jo)th entry on the diagonal. Clearly, the number
|Par(b)] of such permutations is less or equal to the total number ohptionsi/!. Knowing that|P;,(b)| consitutes a
substantial fraction is enough to deduce a lower bound orutir¢ime?" > 0 of the quantum adiabatic search.

Theorem 2 (cf. Ref.[10) Consider the scrambled quantum-time evolutfbd) with generatorsi,(s) = hp(s) + ¢(s) U,
satisfyingal-2 and common initial state), (0) = ¢(0) € C*. Suppose that for someb € (0, 1) the setP,,(b) contains at
leaste M! elements. Then:

2 1) — _
T>5b(M 1) —2ey/2e(M — 1)

- 16 O’]u(u) ' [:: TM(b’ E)]

whereoy (u) := \/Z,ﬁil(u(k) — u(jp))? is assumed to be strictly positive.

The proof of this theorem is found R&f.| 10.

If the energy gaps of are of order one, the quantity; («) will be of ordery/ M. The above theorem, then implies that the
quantum search algorithm is not faster than ord@r — the timescale of the Grover algorith#3 This is a well-known fact
which has been discussed early on in various special éd8es.

B. A gap estimate in the scambled ensemble

Fahri, Goldstone, Gosset, Gutmann, and $hoow combined the lower bound on the run time with the adiattagorem
to obtain an upper bound on the gap(s) above the ground-state energy of the family of scambled Ham@nsh(s) =
hp(s) + ¢(s)Uy, or more precisely on

#

. = i i ™ 31 T 2 : 1.6
Vonin, 7= M0 min {7x(s)?, 72 ()} (1.6)

Their argument proceed as follows. The adiabatic theorérediient]l) yields for all” > 0:

2 Nar
\/1 - ‘<1/17r(T)7e7T(jo)>‘ < ?ﬁm . (1.7)



3

whereny; = maxres,, (9 max, (0,1 max{ || (s)]|, || (s)]1*} + max,e o] ||h;;(s)||). Consider nowe € (0,1] andM >
max{4,128/¢} such that

e2M

1 > -7
Tr(s,€) > 198021 (0) >0. (1.8)
The adiabatic estimatg(].7) with = TM(%,s)/2 implies that for all permutations € S, for which 7ﬁim > % the
search algorithm succeeds with probabi]i{tyﬁﬁ(T), €r(jo)) |2 > % By Theoreni R this implies that the set of such permutation,
2\/571]\4
= me S|y o 1.9
g]W(E) {77 M |7m1n,ﬂ' = Tl\l(%af)} ( )

can only make up a fraction of at masbf the total numben/! of permutations. Otherwise one would have a contradiction t
Theoreni . This is summarized in the following corollaryearom Refl 11.

Corollary 3 (cf. Ref[11) Assume that the family of scambled Hamiltonianés) = hp(s) + ¢(s)U, satisfies the assumptions
al-3with h replaced byh, for all 7 € Sy, and all s € [0,1]. Then for alle € (0,1] andM > max{4,128/¢}:

|G (e)] < eM!. (1.10)

II.  APPLICATION: QREM

Among the physically relevant examples of unstructuredgniendscapes are spin glasses. The simplest (mean-fisidng
is the random energy model (REM) by Derrida in which one adersi the configuration spaggy = {0, 1}V of N Ising spins2
To each of thes@/ = 2% spin configurations, one assigns a random energy

u(c) =VNg(o), o€Qn, (I1.1)

where{g(o)},cq, are independent and identically standard normally disteitd random variables. The scaling factofin{ll.1)
ensures that the values ofare found on in the range &~ < u(0) < £ with

1
Ke = .
v2In2
More precisely, forr > —In N/In2 letvy(z) € R be the unique solution oﬁx(m) e*tz/Q% = 27Ne=% Then

N c
VNuy(z) = K—+f$cx—%ln(47rln2N)+o(1), N — o0,

and the extremal value statistics of the REM reads:
Proposition 4 (cf. Ref.5 and 18) The distribution of the minimum of the REM is asymptoticaiyy — oc given by

oN —x

P (minu > —\/NUN(,T)) = (1-2"Ne™)" —e . (1.2)
Moreover, the process(vy) ! (—g(o)) = @ + 2L —1In (4rIn2V) +0(1), 0 € Qu, converges in distribution to a Poisson
process with intensity measweédr.

Since the extremal small values of the REM converge to a Boisscess, the ground-state of the REM is typically sepdrat
by order one from the first excited state.

One may rende@ y a graph by declaring verticeso’ € Qn as neighbours, i.ex’ ~ o, if they differ by one spin flip. The
graph Laplacian on this so-called Hamming-cube is thenngiye

(Ap) (o) = > w(o') = Nu(o), veP(Qn)=C

o'~o
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By identifying the canonical basis ia2" with the joint eigenbasis of the third-componenfs j = 1,..., NV, of the spin-
operators ofN spin-1/2 particles, the Laplacian may be interpreted as a trandveosatant magnetic field on those spins,
—A=N-— Z;.V:l o%. Adding the REM energies in form of a diagonal matrixgives rise to the quantum random energy model
(QREM):

H(k)=-A+rU, k>0. (1.3)

Among the interesting properties of this model is a firsteoghase transition of the ground-staté) atx = x.. Numerical
findings of Jorg, Krzakala, Kurchan and Magysuggest that:

Caser < k.. the ground-state is delocalised with enefgyfx) = —r? + o(1) whose fluctuations are suppressed exponentially
in N.

Case k > k.. the ground-state is localised approximately in the eigetorecorresponding to the unique minimum«ofvith
energyEo(x) = N + £ minu + O(1) = N(1 - ;=) + O(In N),

Caser = k.. The energy gap'(x) = F1(x) — Ey(x) above the unique ground-state closes exponentially.in

In this context, it is useful to recall that the spectrum @& taplaciar(0) can be easily computed (as a sum\dtommuting
operators). It coincides with the even integéfs2, ..., 2N} and the unique ground-state is the maximally delocaliset st

N
?(0) = ﬁ(l,...,l)T eC?.
The full justification of the above sketched low-energy @ndies of the QREM will be the topic of another pap2©ur main
aim here is to point out that the conjectured vanishing ofinel"(x) at somex > 0 is a straightforward corollary of the general

considerations in the first section.

Theorem 5. There is a numerical constaidf < oo such that the energy gap above the unique ground-state dQEREM
satisfies:

lim P in (B (k) — E <CON°2° %) =1. 1.4
Jin (i (510 = B < ) -

Before giving the short proof let us add a few comments:

1. The arguments only yield the existence of some value ofdglingx € (0, N?) at which the gap closes exponentially
and do not determine the conjectured vatue .. In particular, the value of the critical coupling couldldtie dependent
on N and the realisation of the REM. This can only be excluded iroeendetailed analys#.

Nevertheless, the established boUnd[(1.4) already djstéhes the low-energy properties of the QREM from thoséef t
REM, where the energy gap above the ground state is typicedigr one, cf. Propositidd 4.

As will be seen in the subsequent proof, the upper bourd N2 on the interval in which the phase transition can occur
is far from being optimized. In order to keep the paper simpkehowever refrain from optimising this value.

2. The fact that first-order phase transitions of the grostagie are the stumbling block to speeding up polynomiakty th
search in various problems in spin-glass theory is wellwkmethe REM landscape is just one example. Other interesting
examples are random optimisation problems from the SAB¢fas instances having a unique satisfying assignmerg), se
Refsﬁ[BEG, and 19 and the recent review Ref. 4 and refeseherein.

Proof of Theorerfil5We aim to apply Corollar3 witd/ = 2V and
he(s)=—=(1-9)A+sU,, se€]0,1].

To do so, we note that Assumptied as well asa2 are evidently satisfied. It remains to cheak Sinceh,(s) generates for
eachs € [0,1) andr a positivity improving semigroup, the ground-statehqf(s) is unique by the Perron-Frobenius theorem.
In caseh,(1) = U, the almost-sure uniqueness of the ground-state follows ttee almost-sure non-degeneracy of e
Gaussian random variables. Moreover, we may estimate

on(u) < VM 2|ul|,
A% ()l < A+ [[U]] < 2N + [ulloo ,
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andh’(s) = 0. For all realisations of the REM aside from a fraction whosebpbility vanishes exponentially 8 — oo, we
also have|u|| = max, |u(o)| < 2N/k.. This follows from the extremal value statisti€s (J1.2) b&tREM. Thusi,, < CN?
with some numerical consta6t < oo and we may conclude froi(L1L0) with= N ~! that for all V large enough

1 : : 3 2 NO/2 -1
IR {Sgég]mln{vw(S) ()%} < Cmz| z1-N"
TESM
whereC' < oo is again a numerical constant. The right side in the indichtoction1][...] is smaller than one folV large

enough, such that that; > s 1 [minge(o1)yx(s) < CN3/2/M'/6] > 1 — N~1. We now use the permutation invariance
of the distribution of the REM to conclude for a\l large enough

1 N3/2

P i < ON3/2 /M6 ) = P in v (s)<C——)>1-—2N"1'. 1.5

(52%1511]7(5) - / M! GZS sgféﬂﬂ (s) < ML/6 ) = (I1.5)
a M

(The factor of two accounts for disregarding all realisasidor which||u|l.. > 2N/x. which occur even with exponentially
small probability.) In order to relate the QREM kds), we write

H(n)_(1+n)h(1iﬁ>

suchthaf’(k) = (1 + )~y (1%@) and hencéimy _, o P (minﬁzo I(k)/(1+ k) < CN>? 2*%) =1.

The fact that the minimum value of the rafi¢y)/(1 + «) is attained at > 0 is elementary. That it is attained with asymptot-
ically full probability at some: < N3 is seen using the variational principle. The latter yiehisfollowing elementary bounds
E1(k) > kuy andEy(k) < N + kug, whereminu =: ug < uy denote the minimum and second smallest value of the REM
energies. Since the differenae — u is bounded from below byv —! with asymptotically full probability (cf. Propositidd 4),
the resulting lower bounB(x) /(1 + k) > k(u1 —uo) /(1 + k) — N/(1 + ) is bounded from below by a positive constant times
N~1forall kK > N3 with asymptotically full probability. This completes thegpf. O
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